i 


Supreme Court Sets 

llewl 





jWiretap Evidence 

tf'Jij. .it J? 

. '* N. March 10 (UPD.— The Supreme Court 

established Monday a new yardstick (or trial court handling 

of government eavesdropping evidence in espionage and 
other Federal cases, 
j Neither the Justice Depart -J 
men! nor atto r n e ys four con- 1 
victcd defendants sot what they 
had hoped for from the court ] 
the the controversy over admis- - 
;s;on of evidence obtained by 
wiretapping or other "bugaing’i 
devices. 

ACCESS TO EVIDENCE 
In a majority opinion. Justice 1 
Byron R. White set up these 
guidelines. 

— Thr government ran use 
eavesdrop evidence if the de- 
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Supreme Court Voids 
Joint Operation C 
Agreement by Newspaper^, 
Story on Page 4 

fendant was not a participant 
to the overheard conversation 
and the site of the “bugging*’ 
was not his home, officr or 
other personal premises. 

—If he was a direct party to 
thr conversation or his per- 
sonal premises were tapped. I 
his attorney mar demand ac- 
cess to the wiretap evidence 
under proper safeguards even 
in cases involving national 
security. 

—An adversary proceeding 
must then he held by the court 
to determine if the eavesdrop 
evidence was relevant to the 
indictment. If it was. the de- 
fendant can demand that thr 
court suppress thr evidence. 

The court split shraply in 

Continued on Page 4. Column l 




’Continued from first Page cide whether the contents of the appropriate, place uhr defend- 
nrfins tack tor tow* court 

rcrwnwifera'ton the «pra«r . ‘ <ttor- fc-awtar^ orrlcr* KtuiM unnar- 

c»nvlrtions M J«kn Willum Bo adma- ranted duttan * the mate- 

t<mkn, Ora use. N. J. rnei ^ f ^ " « , , r,j 4* whick thty may be mtAM 

nrcr. ami laor A Ivamv. a s4JJV -f' 3 * ’ ro ' ,rt ^ v ' r wouJrf «* «*mt 


’ uretr convic 

Denver case involving threats lW , An: , L . iV 

tc a hadnes»m.*n V- Wl,Iwm °* Prv r - 1 ' '• Ab<? SuU * ol tnc » rca n> that any 

srvnrn i\n cl m rf 8 ' l ~ RI ‘ t<k dis- wi e an unlimit 

J*E \ R(7I AND ShlZi. RE re nted for differing re-y^n.-.; »i license to runm are ,-n the 

^Attorneys for the four v% ant*jd j u -tire Ttmrgood Marshall djd hJ»s of the Depattincnl of Jus 

ail tuvj’wfup' es jifence fwd in- participate. >Uce’ r White said 

.dm.^ihle as a vision of the SCREEN MUTKIAL The anti" to* theve other 

defendants erm.-ufunonji pro- Ry the .wmr vote, the court actum*: 

Tcclinit unreasonable t uriied down the governments — i pheld by a 7 1 vat? an 

V rll?rSL W ! ♦ - * ltr Sto that the trial judge alone, antitrust decision against two 

^ s ^ cn % 'aol- he allowed to screen the mate- Tueaoa. Am.. newspapers that 
ed the trial j u .ce a one t/» de- mi in national security eases, combined their advertising and 

' »n this point. F»Kta5v Black, and circulation departments. 

John M. Harian dissented. —Reversed the Birmingham. 

~ lh arguments on the exsesj Ala*. conviction of the Rev. 
Solicitor General Erwin N. Gm- Fred L. Shuttles wrrrth w ho 


wold said that if the govern ! with the late Dr. .Matrm Lu- 
men! were obliged to turn over ther Kjn? Jr was convicted of 
al! monitored conversa turns to paradmg without a permit m a 
defendants, it would have to 13*3 Easter civil rights demon- 
-top prsecuting most spy eases stratinn. 

to prevent important inform a- —Threw out the disorderly 
|jtion from failing into the hands conduct conviction of Negro en- 
M unfriendly governments. tert*rner Dick Gregory stem- 
SffRECA OR Of R nun* from a protest march 

White said for the majority around th* home of Chicago 
that it.‘'may be that the pros- Mayor Richard J. Daiev m 
pect or disclosure- will compel 1365. r ? r 

the government to dismiss somef*®" 
pweeution* in deference to na- 
tional security of third party 
interests.'* 

f But he said the government 
faces this possibility when it 
u.v»- the cvitfenre in such trials. 

Further he added, the trial; 
judge * can and should, where 






